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WE HAVE READ WITH MUCH INTEREST AMBASSADOR 

BRUCE' S STIMULATING AND VALUABLE OBSERVATIONS ON ',: 

PROBLEMS OF GERMAN Y AND BERLIN. EMBASSY HAS r : 

FOLLOWING COMMENTS: " " p 
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1. SO FAR AS FRENCH ARE CONCERNED, BELIEVE 
THEY WOULD AGREE WITH ASSESSMENT IN REFTEL TO EFFECT 
THAT RETENTION OF FEDREP IN NATO IS FAR 
PREFERABLE TO GERMAN REUNIFICATION ON TERMS 
ENDANGERING WESTERN SECURITY POSITION. FRENCH, 
^INCLUDING DE GAULLE, ARE NOT KEEN ON GERMAN 
^REUNIFICATION IN ANY CASE, AND THEY ARE APPREHENSIVE 
^Of CONCESSIONS TO SOVIETS ON REUNIFICATION OR 
gJ SECURITY FIELD WHICH MIGHT HAVE ADVERSE 
(ffFECT ON RETENTION OF US TROOPS ON EUROPEAN 
os CONTINENT (EMBDESP 1553). WE BELIEVE, 

THEREFORE, THAT FRENCH ARE UNLIKELY, IN FOUR 
)PC)WER WORKING GROUP, TO PUSH FOR DANGEROUS COMPROM 
pfi OUR POSITION IN ORDER TO TEMPT SOVIETS TO ACCEP 




|EUNIFICATION. (FOOTNOTE: FONOFF OFFICIALS SUCH 
S LALOY AND JURGENSEN CONTINUE BE ATTRACTED BY 
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OF "SPECIAL STATUS" FOR REUNIFIED GERMANY IN NATO. 
HOWEVER, IT APPEARS THAT THIS CONCEPT, WHICH 
MAY OR MAY NOT TURN OUT TO BE DANGEROUS UPON 
FURTHER STUDY, HAS NOT BEEN ACCEPTED BY COUVE 
OR DE GAULLE.) ON SECURITY MATTERS, WE MAY FIND 
FRENCH WILL EVEN OPPOSE TO TROUBLESOME EXTENT 
SUCH LIMITED MEASURES IN SECURITY FIELD AS CAN 
BE DEVELOPED ON OUR SIDE WITHOUT DETRIMENT TO OUR 
POSITION. 



2. AS CAVEAT TO ABOVE, WE CONTINUE BELIEVE IT IS 
IMPORTANT, EVEN IF I N OUR OWN MINDS WE ARE 
PREPARED TO ACCEPT PROVISIONAL RENUNCIATION OF 
REUNIFIED GERMANY, THAT WE SHOULD NOT APPEAR IN OUR PUBLIC 
POSTURE, OR IN RELATIONSHIPS WITH GERMANS, TO 
GIVE IMPRESSION THAT WE HAVE FORSAKEN OUR INTEREST IN 
GERMAN REUNIFICATION. NOW SHOULD WE EVER APPEAR TO 
HAVE AGREED WITH SOVIETS IN DEAL TO ACT AS "CO-DI VIDERS" 
WITH THEM OF GERMANY. TO DO SO WOULD CONSTITUTE 
REPUDIATION OF ONE OF MAJOR TENETS OUR FOREIGN POLICY. 
WHILE THIS WOULD RISK DAMAGING OUR REPUTATION ON WORLD- 
WIDE BASIS, WE WOULD THINK (AND HERE WE WOULD DEFER 
TO AMBASSADOR BRUCE 'S JUDGMENT) THAT IN 
FEDREP PARTICULARLY ANY HINT ON OUR PART THAT WE VIEW 
WITH EQUANIMITY CONTINUED DIVISION OF GERMANY WOULD 
HAVE MOST ADVERSE REPERCUSSIONS. IF THIS IS TRUE, 
IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR US TO PERSIST IN OUR EFFORTS 
TO COME FORWARD, FOR PUBLIC PRESENTATION, WITH 
SUGGESTIONS FOR UNIFIED GERMANY WHICH WILL APPEAR 
"REASONABLE", WHILE AT SAME TIME GUARDING AGAINST 
ADVOCACY OF IDEAS DANGEROUS TO OUR SECURITY 
INTERESTS. 

3- REFTEL OUTLINES FRANKLY, AND TO OUR MIND 
CORRECTLY, POSSIBILITY THAT US MAY HAVE TO 
"GO IT ALONE" IN ORDER TO DEFEND BERLIN BY 
MILITARY FORCE, INCLUDING NUCLEAR MEANS. FRENCH 
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ATTITUDE ON THIS QUESTION IS DIFFICULT TO 

PREDICT AT THIS JUNCTURE. ALTHOUGH DE GAULLE, 

DEBRE AND GOVERNMENT CONTINUE SOLID, WE HAVE IMPRESSION 

THAT FRENCH PEOPLE AS A WHOLE ARE NOT VERY INTERESTED 

IN BERLIN QUESTION NOR HAVE YET FACED UP TO IDEA THAT 

BERLIN CRISIS MAY BRING HOSTILITIES; MUCH 

LESS DO THEY SEEM AWARE THAT GENERAL NUCLEAR WAR COULD 

RESULT FROM BERLIN PROBLEM. IF AND WHEN THREAT OF 

NUCLEAR WAR BECOMES ACUTE, WE ARE NOT OPTIMISTIC 

THAT FRENCH, OR, INDEED, ANY OF PEOPLES IN ALLIED 

COUNTRIES, WILL BE INCLINED TO GIVE STRONG 

SUPPORT TO THEIR GOVERNMENT IN STANDING UP TO SOVIETS. 

FEAR OF NUCLEAR HOLOCAUST RUNS DEEP, AND RECENT 

OPINION POLLS IN WESTERN EUROPE ARE NOT ENCOURAGING ON 

THIS SUBJECT. . HOWEVER, SO FAR AS FRANCE IS- 

CONCERNED, DE GAULLE'S TOUGH-MINDED ATTITUDE IN RESISTING 

SOVIET THREATS, PLUS HIS AUTHORITY, COULD BE DECISIVE 

FACTOR IN HOLDING FRANCE STEADY WITH US IN FACE OF 

THREAT OF NUCLEAR WAR OVER GERMANY. THUS, ALTHOUGH 

REFTEL » S COMMENTS CONCERN I NG DEF I C I ENCY OF 

FRENCH MILITARY FORCES IN CONTEXT OF BERLIN CRISIS 

ARE UNDENIABLY TRUE, WE FEEL THAT DE GAULLE'S 

POSITION COULD BE OF KEY IMPORTANCE IN PRESERVING FRENCH 

SUPPORT IF NUCLEAR WAR THREATENS, AND IN INFLUENCING 

OTHER EUROPEAN GOVERNMENTS IN THIS SENSE. 

k. ALTHOUGH USUN AND MOSCOW IN BETTER POSITION 
COMMENT ON POSSIBILITY SUGGESTED REFTEL OF MAKING 
UN HEADQUARTERS IN BERLIN, AND SOVIET REACTION 
THERETO, IT APPEARS TO US THAT WHILE SUGGESTION HAS 
DRAMATIC APPEAL IT WOULD BE UNLIKELY TO MEET 
SOVIET DESIRE OF ELIMINATING BERLIN AS 
"CANCER" HARMFUL TO COMMUNIST REGIME OF GDR. 
UN HEADQUARTERS IN BERLIN WOULD SEEM ONLY TO COMPOUND 
DIFFICULTIES FOR GDR REGIME AS SYMBOL OF LIBERTY 
CONTRASTING WITH PRISON OF SURROUNDING COMMUNIST 
TERRITORY. 
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